assembled. Syamala Rao was a worker in that furniture shop.
One day, while he was lifting a big almyrah, it fell on him and
as it fell on his chest, he immediately died. The Proprietor of that
shop, Sagar Reddy was also there but he did not inform the police
about the death of the worker, Syamala Rao. Whether he is liable
for any punishment?

*   Under Section 176, I.P.C., whoever, being legally bound to
furnish information on any subject to any public servant, as
such intentionally omits to furnish such information in the
manner and at the time required by law, shall be punished
with simple imprisonment for a term which may extend to one
month or with fine which may extend to five hundred rupees
or both. As Sagar Reddy, the proprietor of the shop, who is
legally bound to furnish information to the police about the
death of a worker working in his work shop by accident, has
failed to furnish the said information to the police, he is liable
for punishment under Section 176,1.P.C.

273. Kittodu committed theft of railway property, viz,, iron
rods and iron mesh wire, and sold the same to Tulasiram, who
was a dealer in hardware material. On a complaint given by the
railway officials, the railway police investigated into the case
and arrested the accused Kittodu who confessed that he sold the
stolen railway property to Tulasiram. The police searched the
shop of Tulasiram in the presence of mediators and they could
trace out the stolen railway property, When the police questioned
Tulasiram as to how he came into possession, he refused to
answer the questions put by the police. The police got a mediators *
report prepared for the search and seizure of the railway property
and asked Tulasiram to sign the statement. He refused to sign the
statement. Whether Tulasiram is liable for any offence for
refusing to answer the questions put by the police and also for
refusing to sign the statement?

*   Under Section 179, I.P.C., whoever, being legally bound to
state the truth on any subject to any public servant, refuses to
answer any question demanded of him touching that subject
by such public servant, in the exercise of the legal powers of
such public servant shall be punished with simple
imprisonment for a term which may extend to six months or
with fine which may extend to Rs. 1,0007- or with both.

Similarly, under Section 180,1.P.C., whoever refuses to si^ot